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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 74.1204 (a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verlizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
reguires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
seft-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to preoprietary sst-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will alsc help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content,

By adopting content protection limits (enceding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commissien recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certaln uses of TV content, regardiess of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on
by the integration kan, consumers would have the freedom to chcose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse 1f cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Please refuse reqguests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1},
Sincerely,
t parker

3313 Scnoma St
Torrance, CA 90503-594¢




Jan 15, 2007

FCC Public Comments
44% 12th Street SW
Washingten, DC 20554

Az a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovaticon, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 7¢.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into thelr own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market
competition prevent further restrictlions on cable subscribers' ability
trr make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (enceding rules) in docket no.
97-80, lthe Commissicn recognized the importance of allowlng consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on
bv the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CabkbleCARD
standard already prescrikbes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a)(1).
Sincerely,
David Barr

403 S Hampton Ave
New Albany, M3 38652-2512
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As a cansumer Iinterested in protecting competiticon, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV ccntent, I urge you to refuse requests for
walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and =all
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requlres cakle companies to integrate CableCARDs inte their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten vears after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged thelr feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will alsc help market
competition prevent further restricticns on cable subscribers' abllity
to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (enceding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
ro make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on
by the integraticn kan, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
timiting nen-infringing uses, and such restrictions will gebt even
worse 1f cable providers' set-fop boxes are unchecked by competition.

Please refuse requests for walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).
Sincerely,
Mr. Bill Maronet

598 Anchorage Dr
Nerth Palm Beach, FL 33408-4804
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445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse reguests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204{a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verlizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged thelir feet long enough on competitive
alternatives Lo proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering inneovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will alsc help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
o make legitimate use of recorded content.

3y adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of alleowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright heolder's wishes. With competition spurred on
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restricticns that harm consumers by
limiting non~infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse 1f cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Please refuse requests for walvers of 47 CFR 76,1204 (a) (1).
Sincerely,
Mr. Robert HARRINGTON

10122 Lonesome Pine Dr
Knoxville, TN 37932-1621
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Jan 19, 2007

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, T urge you to refuse requests for
walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cabkle providers, The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies te integrate CableCARDs into thelr own
zet-top boxes, remains good peolicy today.

Now ten yvears after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competlitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protectlon limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes., With competition spurred on
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse 1f cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1).
Sincerely,
Mr. James Brady

801 Newport Ave
Long Beach, <A 90804-~5113
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A5 a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 19%6, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market
competition prevent further restricticns on cable subscribers® ablility
—o make legitimate use of recorded content.

2y adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
37-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright heolder's wishes. With competition spurred cn
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse 1f cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1).
Sincerely,
Mr. Michael Foster

39521 Main St
Nevi Raltimore, MI 48047-251C
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Washington, DC 20554

As a consumer interested in protecting competiticn, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companles to integrate CableCARDs into thelr own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten vears after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to propristary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovatiocn
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market
competlition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
to make legltimate use of recorded content,

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowlng consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder’s wishes., With competition spurred on
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to chocse the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Flease refuse requests for walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).
Sincerely,
Mr. Paul Gencarelll

453 Route 164
Preston, CT 06365-8111
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FCC Fublic Comments
445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

A5 a consumer interested in preotecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
wailvers of 47 CFR 76,1204 (a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providerg. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunicaticns Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long encugh on competitive
Alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering inncvation
and harming consumers. The integration kan will also help market
competition prevent further restricticns on cable subscribers' ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
57-30, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to maks certain uses of TV content, regardless cf a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse 1t cable providers' set-top bozxes are unchecked by competition.

rlease refuse requests for wailvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).
Sincerely,
Mr, Brian Phillips

291le Gough St
San Francisco, CA 94123-3612
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As a consumer interested in protecting competiticon, inncvation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, T urge you tc refuse requests for
walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's integraticn ban, which in effect
regquires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into thelr own
set-top boxes, remaing good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunicaticons Act of 199%6, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration bkan will also help market
competiticon prevent further restrictions on cabkle subscribers! ability
toc make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in decket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
o make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on
by the integraticn ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting ncen-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse 1f cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Flease refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1) .
Sincerely,
Douglas Villella

1714 Jackscn St
Aliguippa, PA 15001-2021
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, inncovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
walivers of 47 CFR 76,1204 (a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizen, and all
other cable providers., The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies £¢ integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 19386, cable
companies have dragged their feet long encugh on competitive
alternatives tc proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will alsc help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (enceding rules) in docket no.
9%-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom tc choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restricticns that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse 1f cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Please refuse requests for walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) .
Sincerely,
Gregory Bridygewater

2385 3Seaford Dr
Longs, SC 2956B-8856
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445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into thelr own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now tern years after the Telecommunications Aot of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long encugh on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certaln uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom tc chocse the
least restrictive cable-compatible device availabie. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse 1f cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Flease refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).
Sincerely,
Mr. Mark Iddings

431 Berkshire Dr
Crystal Lake, IL g0014-2805
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top poxes, remalns good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
compantes have dragged their feet long encugh on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering inncvation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market
conmpetltion prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers’ ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protecticn limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
te make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on
by =he integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse i cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Please refuse requests for walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).
Sincerely,
Elliott Simmons

22521 Meadowwood
Lake Forest, CA 92€30-3231
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, inncovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge vou to refuse requests for
walvers of 47 CFR 7€.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
cther cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 19%e, cable
companies have dragged thelr feet long encugh on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovatiocn
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
o make legitimate use of recorded content,

By adopting content protection limits {encoding rules) in doccket no.
37-80, the Commission recognized the importance cof allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred cn
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
ieast restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse 1f cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

llease refuse requests for walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).
Sincerely,
Mr. David Streeter

12273 Calvin Creek Dr
Arlington, TN 38002-5819
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) {1} by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's integraticn ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs inte their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecomminications Act of 1998, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering inncvation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will alsc help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
o make legitimate use of reccrded ccntent.

By adopting content protecticn limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
Lo make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's cr copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse 1f cable providers' zet-top boxes are unchecked by competition,

Flease refuse requests for walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).
Sincerely,
Mr. Jonathan Berg

3904 Crystal Ln
Fort Smith, AR 72904-3028
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse reguests for
walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1) by NCTAR, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cakle companies tec integrate CableCARDs into thelr own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten vyvears after the Telecommunications Act of 199%9p, cable
companies have dragged theilr feet long encugh on competitive
Alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
Lo make legitimate use of recorded content,

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commlission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certalin uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on
py the Integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse i1f cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by ceompetition.

P'lease refuse requests for walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1).
Sincerely,
Mr. William Green

2230 Essex 5t
Baltimore, MD 21231-3211
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As a consumer interested ln protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, T urge vou to refuse requests for
walvers of 47 CER 76,1204 (aj (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
regquires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs inteo their own
set~top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten vears after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long encugh on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering inncovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-20, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
Lo make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on
by the Integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device avallable. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse 1f cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Pleagse refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).
Sincerely,
Mr. Wiliam Thompson

5322A Lansdowne Ave
Saint Louls, MC 6310%-2310
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As a consumer interested 1ln protecting competition, inneovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waitvers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1Y by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains Jood pellicy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 199%, cable
companies have dragged thelr feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
o make legitimate use of recorded content.

8y adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-890, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
Lo make certain uses of TV content, regardless c¢f a particular cable
provider's or copyright hcelder's wishes. With competition spurred on
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Please refuse requests for walvers of 47 CFR 76,1204 (a) (1).
Sincerely,

Mr. Chris Panico

561

r
616 Freshalre Ln
Columbia, MD 21044-2%06
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Rs a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cakle TV content, T urge you to refuse requests for
walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a; {1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The tCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to lntegrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top bozxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 19%6, cable
companies have dragged their feet long encugh on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market
competltion prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
Lo make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content pretection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
27-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright helder's wishes. With competition spurred on
Ly the lntegration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-conpatible device availlable. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse 1if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Fleage refuse requests for walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a} (1).
Sincerely,
Ms. Dianne Moore

1208 Harding Ave
Owogsso, MI 48867-4949
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Az a consumer interested in protecting competition, inncvation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204¢a} {1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
nther cable providers. The FOC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long encugh on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will alsc help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
57-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device availlable. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Flease refuse requests tfor waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1.
Sincerely,
Steven Kurtz

136 Windsor P1
Gulf Breeze, FL 3250l1-444¢




